5/16/77 

Harold — the attached ineml and document assume added importance 
in light of your 5/11 to Lea whitten and the Anderson column that 
I have not yet aeen. I think your friend Les would be interested 
in this o/4/o4 memo about the conversation with Rocca and might be 
even more interested in the story that was "withheld" from the 
WC in such a manner that the WC published it, as CE 1348. Were 
the 26 volumes withheld from the Commission? 

Mote that xillena and Rankin initialed the memo on 6/4/64. 
This is in tne latest archives release, so you may have a copy 
already. 


Howard 
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MaiO re Itocc a, CIA enc. Castro /pgle 
by VCZ'jKD rufr: & 


M$y 12, 1977 


Today I received some of the latest Archives release end there is one memo 
of c on ndcrch! c ij \ lr: < : t to me, especially in light of Raymond Rocc a f s May *75 
j ;aao to tie Flcckcfcller Comrdsrion. The docae.rnt is a. lectio of June 4, 1964 
Iran olav.son to Rankin, Willcns end Fedlich in to hie phone conversation with 
Ftocca at the Cl/. 


The tui wr talking abcut a book by a London newan^i naned Eisenberg published 
2 months before the assassination which rlleged that right wing elect ns in the 
v/uro plaj\»rg JPK*s death. Rocca diew 61awson* s attention to the f#t that 
the publish ire date of the book coincided with the time Castro allegedly mG de 
his re:. i oik at the Brazilian Embassy in Cuba, as Slawson puts it, "to the effect 
that *Tv. o con pi ay at this gar.ie.*" SLar/con’s formulation of the press amounts 
reporting Castro' r remark is interesting becaioe he pretends that Castro wqp 
referring to tlio B ry of Figs and "cubsequerrt guerrilla activities financed by the 
Cli; which had resulted in the deaths of mcry Cuban citizens . 11 The eephosio is 
miiTO , for the actual AF &tory by Daniel Ilorker hod *a*sigrEficantly different 
twist. (By the way, the Commission did publish the story, as CE 1348). Harker 
quotes Cettro as scying ,f US leaders should think that if they are aiding terrorist 
plcns to eliminate Cuban leaders , they themselves will not be Safe. " (emphasis mine) 

Also note that SLewson declined to make a "formal request" for a report on 
this matter. I \ ill write to Archives for whatever followup there wa fi . 

Recall now hovi Rocca stressed precisely this story — op it cppeaiod in the 
2T.G. 7:uiicc^rica;\u.c , which is CE 1348 — in his May '75 memo to the Rockefeller 
Com ission, criticizing the VC for not having left a ,f wider windo?/" for the 
contingency. Evidently, Rocc a wr.c pushing the story on the VC bock in *64 and 
his 1975 nemo recr-a tc refloat his disappointment that the VC did not accept 
the bait he offered it. 


Thi.~ :i r cl ru rigi.rficcni ir .light of the crap in the Church cca-:ittee f c report 
to tho effect that tl.v CIA kept info from the VC which prevented the VC from 
fdequ ately invent igrti* g the C retro crglc. 


